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This is a time at which public attention
the world over is focused on the efforts of

nations to find ways to work together in common

purpose.

Some of these undertakings seem fated
to fail even before they are well begun «- to
fail, that is, in the sense that the goals set
for the cooperative effort seemeven “aoro remote
during and after negotiation than they were at
the beginning. But we must not let ourselves
be disheartened by the appearance of failure.
The basic issues between nations and peoples
are grave indeed: they are matters not of con-
venience or preference, not simply of poverty
and prosperity, but of survival itself. DNo
negotiation Ll.l failure if it keeps such questions
open for discussion. 8o if no agreement can be

reached, for example, during present discussions
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of the unification of Germany or atomic disarmament,
let us nonetheless believe in and support the meet-
ings of the representatives of state, and work and
pray for their ultimate success, recognizing that
seemingly fruitless negotiation and endless dis~-
cussion are preferable to hostile silence and

uneasy truce.

Fortunately, there are areas of mutual
interest in which the success of international
activity can be measured in more concrete terms.
If they are carefully nurtured and wisely expanded,
these areaw of international agreement may well

pave the way to accord in the matters of survival.

One of these areas of understanding and
effective joint action is medicine, medical re-
search, and public health. Time and again it has
been demonstrated that the goal of better health
has the capacity to demolish geographic and
political boundaries and to enter the hearts and

minds of men, women, and children in the four
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corners of the earth. It is an issue which serves
as a forceful reminder of the oneness, the essential
brotherhood of man. For pestilence and prolonged
disability and premature death, wherever they may
occur, are tragedies which strike a responsive
chord in man and his governments. There is sympathy
for suffering in human terms. There is recognition
of the interdependence of nations in terms of the
transmissability of disease. There is concern for
the burden disease places on a nation's social and
economic strength. And there is widespread belief
that the nations of the world can and must share
their knowledge and other resources so that people
everywhere may have the blessing of better health
and, through health, may move forward to new levels
of peaceful productivity.

The concept of world health and of co~-
operation to achieve better world health finds
expression in many national and international
organizations and activities. One of the most

prominent and widely supported of these is the
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World Health Organization, an independent agency
within the general framework of the United Nations.
The WHO has been in existence for a little over
ten years. Today, ninety nations are joined
together in this concerted effort to help each
other achieve victories in the battle against

disease.

I have just returned from Switzerland,
where -- at the request of the President, and
in company with my distinguished and able
colleague, Congressman Melvin R. Laird of
Wisconsin -~ I represented the Congress of the
United States to the 1l2th wWorld Health Assembly,
the annual meeting of delegates from member
nations in the World Health Organization. The
foreign ministers of what the newspapers refer
to as the "Big Four" nations were meeting at
the same time and place -~ the Palais des Nations
in Geneva. The atomic disarmament conference,
also held in Geneva, had just recessed and was
scheduled to resume in a few days. So it was a

perfect setting for observation and reflection
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on the relative effectiveness of health as a basis

for international understanding and cooperation.

The daily meetings of the foreign ministers
were conducted in a climate of tension. Heavy guards
surrounded the area. Protocol was of the utmost im-
por tance. The discussions were cloafed in secrecy.
Reports from the conference were necessarily vague
and often misleading because of the high strategy and
the sensitivity of governments and the heavy emphasis
placed upon the interpretation of words -- which are,
after all, important only insofar as they are indices
of intention and forerunners of action. That con-
ference, at this writing, is still going on. And
it is anybody's guess whether it will lead to a
“summit” conference -- and anybody's guess whether
that meeting of thecchiefs of state will in any
tangible sense move us closer to world peace.

I do not mean to question the validity
of such diplomatic sorties. Certainly we must
take every possible step toward the alleviation
of international tensions, and the conference table

is a necessary part of this process.










































